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7f,3jTF^/72/2001-7fhjrerdtA—1963 (l963 44 38)4?tFTF49 
45Ft ^ 457944 ¥$^47 Tnf^BFJT -q/F^RT W»T %4lf TO ^777? % 4774ft 47t' % 474 ‘%iuft' sfa 4 

45”Mt' (^T) ^»T f^vTPFT imRf ^ TTlfim -=BT /STgHFrT i!^3T?TT # I 

3jg^ 


FFT5TT 77. ^hi^»Fft/72/2001 -yftr>4>ft£t 

%nf 4rR 44TH (TfhjTpfrfl) . 311^445 

3n^9T 

(W?, 2001 % 53 f^T RlftcT f^TT w) 

vx RWcrr irtFT ^rm (yftqndtdl) 4ft 47t % 974 $ '^noft* 3ft? 'ftpiiyrtdv' «“W (ct) % fenj 4477 4ft 

4^ 7llP)e1 457% %> 47% % Htl4 *4777 7t HlKI 4337T4 5% "M4®a $ I 

2.1. % 374% 477774 % ftHfafafl 47% 45^t f :- 

(i) 'A^TT^Y 3fl7 ’f$417T%c77' 47445 it M414 (?4) mW 28 ^6Tf^, 1995 3fl7 17 7J4, 1996 4% 31%T|Rr 
F'T %l 

(li) 4% 1998 % *uf4ldi (cFl) 4% 1# 447 47 TfTi % 'ftyffHT^T 457% 4ft 77% %5 7TW 37747*11 764 £ 25,500/- 7547 
PtatRcl 4% 4$ <ift I 47? 47 474 % qitdRl^ cti‘ld 3%7 <p*4h4] 4ft 4 m<41Ric 1I %? 371477 47 TTSTtfitcT 477 5 44*47, 
1999 it 15,000/- 7747 (714 S^Rdft ^THT) 4f% Tfcl 3777471377477 474 457 it 4^ eft I 45 47 Tflyqdtrft 3ft7 
4774 4*tlrT5737f %5 %t4 p 47747 45717 %5 377477 47 3ft7 4344T4 54e74r%r, 34457^ 377ft %5 IFTTTt $ TftftfT 


3643 GI/2001 


(1) 
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, ajGflq-IX, 414 R % alcn^T (d<44oft4) HR fold 4ft ?Rit 3fH 4^ % 4T4 ft5 4^ft II, fS'-H'ftl (2) % 

arfHR PWlfol 4ft R^ «St ftR) R4T ^IRRI > 

"(2) RRR 3tR ^IcTO l ^it cWT >4R4lWr ft? RRRlR 4?^ft ft? RRRt 4ft ^qRWf ftl444 HRiJtl? 4T4 ft 

4$f 1ft?4T RRT fc, 31*431 aft? ftft RRTOHT 3W41 \iM*'< u ii T<St ft# ft4iaft 4ft 'Jf'tol 4Hft Rift 

ft? #n # r< $\ a 

(iii) srr T15t 4ft % 4T4 if yniftel 4?# ft? 5PR1T4 4ft #T4## ft? ^TJ# #ft ft 11 ^4, 2001 4ft tcEP ft 

apjftfei 4 ?* fftRi ti 

2.2- 5^T Rftftuq ft. #T4ft)# % y?T R l frfR PT ft *atf4T4 OfeTOlft, ^W»ti 3Tlft % RRlft ft ftftfftcl gfftl4?H, 3CTR-IX,’ 

^ih r ft# Rft 4 # 4 ? % ara#i Rwft? 4 ft ft? rtf ft ft# 4 #Fift (’em) 'ftar#* #r 'fftRRifterc' ft? f#r 15,000/- trt (714 
arftfc# ^tcT?) nlct *ter arewr hw44 rtr # 4 ? 4?# 44 apjftR %rt ti 

2.3. #^4## ft fftsflRT RRlft ft? 44ft ft ftftfftcl 4ITR4 RR $ ftt R^ ^441 4ft #R#Rcir 4?t 44TT wft 44 # SEjftR ftRr 11 

3.1. W* tour # Rft (httrci *#ft 4ft Tast^ wft ftftfta RftmFsfi/RriR R#R4# # Rfftfftft ftwi# 4ft 1ft?Rfft# ft? iftrc 

ft#i# #| AM fetRM 45T RR fftRfrftSH & > 

clPra <^WR 3ftw irffaiJ (iftfttaft) 

(i) T^fft? 15,000/- VRT (714 ajftfft# #5R) 5# ftHT 3P44T RWPT R1R 4ft 4* RrfR RRRtfRft #7 TFH % #4 

' u rew ftg wt ft Ifttffa # r* #; #7 to % ^ ^ ^ ^ si^fifer feRT t. % 

3TOir4 g^r arg^tfer ftrai ^nr i 

(ii) ifg 'BT*£ fii^RT 'FHf 15.000/- " ! PRT 4ft T'f ^l€Rf ^FcRIFft RT '^IPJ 6l<S) % 2^H 714 4ft 4^ 

RFft 41^ ^14I4Ffr 47 WJ ift# 11 

ftlftrr »IRHv H 3frn felO (TJWftan^) 

HERI T5T ftr 3TRT4 # ftnifMI 4€f 41 Off *T45tft I 

v€tm T^feTI 

(0 jpw ^ (?r) f^OTNRi^ ^ 3f»R TE?r ^ 3rfarn¥kr a4f?rt^ ^hir^r 

( cTR) 4ft #113$ % Rir 3raR % 5TRH RtR ^11% # I 

(II) % rfh to 45#im (^n) 3^ RrnmiteH, Wm, wft (28/30 %erft), RoiFft afR bRt 

(20/25 ^trrrfl) ti 4¥ t fty #r*rft€t ftfRci 'ftsEftf atR 'Retrt^hT % for rRi ^ ft* aiw? rt 

Rl'flK ^ f^n? < r^l % l ^ 

(III) ^ Ufa ’tfe is airarc 47 54 ^ 47#IRfr fffR) % Ift^wu RRRI 44 R#B4 RFTOFti % an*IFm % Rn ^RfW 

^ srRmrf 45« (^1), RW Hi ^444 R#T ftnn rut, ^ ^ ftrai *m % ?it *1 

j. , 

(Iv) m at f^rr *m 1% fN»c rRw 4 ris^ w aft? 4^ (hr) t^rai wt 4ft 

Rmrffel4 4K 414)HT t 3TO4T 4^11 

ftifipT aiyy ? irn’lRniiH (T^firm) (^ttt'ptt) 

(1) R? 4T4<4T TTOllarr? ft 4T % RT^ft 7#^T 44 11 



C ^rm in— 
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(ii) 3 $ sTRffor HFTcfr a #7 gufartfr (fi) % FTzftn 4? arm f Rfeitftff gtt g£ effi tft m srt ggtfi 3to 
grgt (g n y gv H) 4 ? 3 M° t afrr ^craHt git Ft 4 w ft^T aft? 1 %q?ra% t ftsr 3 ft ^rrsit ^ fov Fitg 
git *gr% greft grutg i gt (ft) & HyWrati % bw fogR-ftg?) gR& MRa git g£ «$f i 

(ill) !nT3TraWq? 

3.2. ft^tp FTtwr-gtrerrait % jrra Trf4g> fitF 0 )) gf?t Tjggr % wr ^ttFPthft git T nf ®ft i 

4 . Farg git nroRtgr affa % ^Rrg 'ril'jg'tt^t ^t ^fJp§3Tt f ^jggr/'FT*2tgRwf t£r gg at^y f&qi t wi«ii vjaui 

Tp? tJRP ^tM'^'t 5?t 44 TTR Pl**i4q £ '-- 

(i) gtgfiiRfcf n qi cH 3 fR arj'iitt o r hftct ft ft *M £s otcp^ct 3 M % gRafagr tf) % Tter4 4 3^ 
FTftattit 44 aftRlRTl 

(li) faro) 3^^ «M ?rf&T ft ?fr TfjufHl^f (FT) 4> FToFSTcTT afa FPflRRTT 4m I 

(111) 31 gpt. 2000 git FT *it gr^tgrat (FT) ^<£4)^1 

5. FT 414^ git 3+54? 3jgtm£ 5 ai^SF, 2001 git ^ST^ $ git 4^ eft 1 FT Tftjrfi Tf^TlIi $ IVifciRSfl ft&FT %t{ 4g if ■- 

ifcsirf fft ??jm (tfhrepfaft) 

(I) , %Hi n T bw 1 aftst ‘ tin'dtf ftr' q?Ft gg fto 4# £ 1 4F fttw ^ft 'W^ ^ forr arfaftrf) 
ggfaitft (ft) 3?gRifti 

(II) FTF^?Ftt3TFKrfcl ^BSUTWR, 1999++STST gR # IN 

TTffm ***f+ 3ffo? grtatf tfgnr^t (tprcfWternf) adk ft^wH 3fto gfatf (tjfM) 

(i) FTFTTTTgrg^ W4Trti 

6. ft gprgt ggrtgrtf) % <fmg w? git v£ w iqggT & wr4 *r atK 3TffP £ fitg ft ggiT g?r mn *t §\ T 

RthRiRTO f+Tlft FTC T?l^ % :- 

(i) '^r^' 3ft? (ft) gfr fiFr^r m cRt ^ f^ wf, 1999 bT 15.000/- ^ 

nf?T ^ g5) F T) f^FTT TfTHK q^?T VX 7BT %\ TO F SRT Tfi?fra^>^ Ft % 4H % FT FUfeT % 

3TWR f Rwtfer git M «tt, ^ Ft% arrarsT ?Pt ^T gFPFit/mgHf $> h^p Mfttr 45^T % f?rv ^T 

^g» rfi) g >w jrh g^cfT £ f&jggit Ft 4H 4 PfatRci 4ltt 4?t ^ lit I ttI^ Fj?gs f^ratRs ^ 

fcT? ^t ft»P#gF f^qf% 3rfgmft Ft fe[ ^Tlft t til W TppM affiF £ qR^Rf TT^cF ftgtFT 
ajermr % Rrg^r ?t 4 ri ft f^r ift £®£ ifW® & steert grt M<r>i®<PR ^T qict wr git g«cT ^t 
ft W&gTFT 5 RT 3 Q 4rt, 2001 g?T arf&^cT ^TfrfeT Ft^gM^FFftTgnqrfcl 

(ii) FT^P ft^TO T 5T4TT WT, 1999 ^t TTg^PT ^t %l H«jW % WTPT ^tSfftFT ^ftt’fg’tW % FcTTEI F FT 

tiiwT £ nrf, 2000 £ Rt°fa «ri ^gjr ^ ttriw witeg % w $ fcnj f RipM % otf f 

% Ft % gig gg g# 5 i arjttgg ^ fortf ^gr «tt, f^ grf, 2001 3 arf&BjRjrr fiprn ggr «tti 
^ lij q rfr a % '^Tpstt af|g ‘ff pircricrc 1 ^tgrat (ft) %ftt ftr) git g^r % gig % ttpift Ttrtmg £> artr% 
Fgw 3ragT grgit^FTFt^gTg^ g^ $ ?#f5r g^f f^rr gri FvRrter £ ftr ft gTg^r Tt 
tW%t g>i 4 gi'^ tt gpr g#f grct HgHwaat % # ft ^4t f \jwI< 9 gift ft»4i £ i 

(III) ^ttFTW £ gifcrg - m aftr ^g^ FFt % gR if ^Fg f I TttFTTJcr^ sptt gtt g^ frt 1[ Ftt afar ^tfrf> 
ggg^ tt ft tIft £ BflrtFtttf brt gr? wikFT ^ TttFm 5^r tjotj ft ^ ^ ff w ^r gncT 11 
ft <P“i-ng) (ft) £> FTTifer f^mn fir 4tft Ftt grnj m 4 ft ^Rgt/gfcTftfM % ferr t^r4 f 
fcR gmr f&rgif I^t t 4 gi^Hd ftr, whifr ff agRr g?t FJ?tt ^4 gr4 % wr ^ biiPTw g^t I 
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(iv) 

$ jjpt ir 1999 % rejsr to? x# torai reitft to ti W ^Efo to % 

frRt & 4 ftPT retard £ tore-toto ton nqr, ^to #r to# % ^ ^ret toror w# re anqfo tot 

qSt ti tow WT A artomr wfm tfwfot * toro reifo w # ton fci t^torar w rerw*, 

1999 #r reifotf t to? uf wrare re# ret * rtr # Rntor w& 3> to? #, ¥?ifoT 3?r Jnftw 5m mw % 
to tor % to to re? % wr if tot ton mre tofti Rg totomR R cfr reWiR tot re 
3 ^ mw % to? r ti re* atotre? retre t tog to torai reto to to ftomfto reto % fM 
■CP# to #5Rp5 # *ll!to re?# to 3Eflftt to? #1 

(V) rertot to (IV) * we to ref m* % to* ^ to. «to. 2002 * tto? tot tor toqtotto % wr 
wnm/^^R ^^ftorestotofto^to^tore^tiipT (<pt) % torai reto to 

cmra m re tor M¥ to t. to s^tot * sto rerem toto % W* s* * ta* * 
w to toto tow vrarc ftototo tot rem tottotto % rekto «r re*r re? retot #t res tot tore? 
wrr to to tpr toto (rei) to> tore reret % re sector * wier mfm * ?rw totore t^rar 

'jfrq ret# to •ffPERTI ftototot I 

(vl) 

cprfMr (re# ^ for totototr tore wto re ttrm wt q>r fimpr - 

(up) 5 *t h i B^^ # ^l* fore 5^1# % torai jwt# % to^n #t ^ # ^r«i^ ^ f® 

TP) 3T^PT3icPT ww q5t ar^PHT war tft ^ ^jr q? ^ 

^r cx Mfei #t 'fTEm? * #i fl5t ^ * qn % 3n?m-^om 

^cWR % 3TIHTR re ftw-far WW qiEWH % foX foWJT ERE 1^^ 1 1 (^R) ^ toTOT 

WREt # #H 3#k ^5MRI# ^ 3raEH ?« *to ^ ^ * ^ET ^(WkT WT #t 31EWW 

f I 


Vmral fen) % torar w tolto ^ wi #ir oiprt re ftw q#f ton 11 
^r ^ q?T R# wtito #5 eh tft sr^Rjrer ^ ^ 28 rM, 2001 

% 3TT^fI # 3TEE1 B#r ^cvR 5 fom R^Tl Wt # W WfiJrePR ^ gfovfEw forest gR 

re^r # ■- 

"w wAttffl t sm vfff ^w iff fcr, w<(H wc/w aw^ re fo? ^ ^ 
jsfeR?- tfw mtfoifr vt f? ^mn rt * *** # Jipwr tit 

afo far &FM rfr fansj mrf 1 ww m ** 3rWT ^ 

™ to iw ft W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ J” **1!^ ? 

jUsflTO ,firmlBa>^Jwv*rf + 

tnfa, w wm «w a# sw »® =w » * ^ Mrifm ^ » 
Mm s™ 57 ^ ™ 7 ^ 


q^r ^ ftEreft ^t REfo # # ^rar ■ren 11 



[jFf ilI-gpjg4J 


9Ra Tl 


7. q^TWfemq, vjq^rp aft? mn $> anw m -m jnf6rar?ur tfbmM <# % ^th # ^f^roi- 

3 )Uiiy-ix, 3 Ft-*j, *pj 1 ^ 3 Rpfa udw ctr?^ uS) 3131# iftj & .-- 


tfflJ #OTT 3ffa f^Ruf 
( 1 ) 


ftro ?rr ftmn mfa 

(2) (3) 


11 (si) ’%n^ afrr 'ffrmrfa? 
(«iGRt ajfc ?c% jjtfr (en^c^fj) % 
JftFtw tWT ^lerapfr ~sfi 4 
W tJ5^ aft? *nF? ^RtfTvP) 
frsf Mrafr & fcnj) 


15,000/- 

(clcHi) 'JldilM'f 

%foP?)/714 
af^R^Ti ^)ci7 

''1ci 4 )n'f % fvjl)) 


5# 3WJT 
qpi 5# 
4^313 (C 7 !) 


* ! p?R femfl 

W (5) 


TJTFf. Tim, 

[ftim III n V/143/2001/3TRI. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 26th November, 2001 


No. TAMP/72/2001-CHPT.—hi exercise of the powers conferred by Section 49 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Chennai Port Trust for inclusion of the 
rate of lure charges for Tugs ‘Nethaji’ and ‘Singaravelar’ in its Scale of Rates as in the Order appended hereto. 


schedule 

9 m wm 


L ’JUfitiSi 


H-CHFT 


The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 5th day of November 2001) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) about 
inclusion of the rates of hire charge for Tugs ‘Nethaji’ and ‘Singaravelar’ in its Scale of Rates. 

2.1. The CHPT has made the following points in its proposal: 

(i). Two tugs namely ‘Nethaji’ and ‘Singaravelar’ were acquired on 28 July 1095 and 17 
June 1996 respectively. 

(II). The hourly rate of the tugs was Initially fixed at Rs.25,500/- in the year 1998 
provisionally, subject to revision. The rate was later revised based on the actual cost 
and utilisation of tugs to Rs.15,000/- (US $ 714) per hour or part thereof with effect 
from 5 November 1990. This rate was fixed on mutual agreement between the CHPT 
and Port users and in terms of the (then) existing provision under Book-1, Chapter IX, 
Scale D relating to charges for floating crafts, appliances, etc., category II, Note- (2) 
of the Scale of Rates (SOR), which reads as below: 

•(2). The charges for services end for the use of the crafts end appliances not 
mentioned in die above Scale are arranged between the Chairman and the 
person requiring such services of such crafts or appliances. n 

(iii). The proposal for insertion of this rate In the Scale of Rates has been approved by the 
Board of Trustees of the CHPT in Its meeting held on 11 June 2001. 
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2 . 2 . In this backdrop, the CHPT has requested the Authority the rate of Rs.1500 01 - (US $ 
714) per hour or part thereof for both the tugs, ‘Nefo^ji’ and •Slngaravelar' in its SOR under Book-1, 
Chapter IX, Scale D relating to charges for floating crafts, appliances etc., category as a new serial 
number 11(d). 

2.3. The CHPT has also requested to maintain confidentiality of the information furnished 
in the coat sheet relating to the working of hire charges. 

3.1. A copy of the proposal (excluding the ooat statement) was forwarded to ail oonoemed 

userm/representative bodies of port users for comments. The comments received are summarised 
below: 


(I). Since the rate of Re.15000/- (US $ 714) per hour or part thereof has been arrived at 
mutually by the port users and the port; and, it has also been approved by the Board 
of Trustees of the port, foe proposal of the CHPT may be approved. 

(ii). It is to be clarified that the rate of Rs. 15,000/- applies to coastal vessels and US $ 
714 applies to foreign-going vessels. 


UlCianmgE! i mZn) 


Comments cannot be offered in the absence of cost sheet 




(I). Till date tug hire oharges are included in foe Pilotage charges. Separate charges are 
levied for the services of additional tugs requisitioned over and above two tugs, 

(ii). The CHPT has six tugs viz. SINGARAVELAR, NETHAJI, MATCHLESS, MIGHTY 
(28/30 BHP), PALANI and MANI (20/26 BHP). It is not clear why foe CHPT is 
approaching only for ‘NETHAJI’ and ‘SINGARAELAR’ to be considered on an hourly 
based charges. 

(lit). If fixation of hire charges for these two tugs on an hourly basis Is over and above the 
two mandatory tugs available for vassals’ movement and that too, whenever they are 
used, then the proposal of the CHPT may be acoeptod. 

(iv). It needs to be ascertained whether the CHPT proposes to bifurcate foe Pilotage and 
Tug hire charges in foe near future. 


•CTnnm-ini*; olji- ■iGnx.Li ktiuif units 


(0- This is a case for mere insertion of an agreed rate In the SOR. 

(ii) . The rates had been arrived at based on actual costs and utilisation of the tugs. The 

rates had also been arrived at by foe port In consultation with foe users of the tugs 
which are used for towing barges and lighters, and for services other than berthing 
and unberthing of vessels. 

(iii) . We support foe necessary incorporation. 

3.2. A copy each of the comments received from the user-organisations mentioned above 

was sent to foe CHPT as feed back Information. 

4. On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the CHPT was requested to furnish 

additional information/clarification on certain points. Some of the important points raised are 
summarised below: 

(i). Justification of the estimated operation and maintenance cost as well as other 
overheads with reference to actual expenditure under these heads for foe last 3 
years. 



7 



(II) . Availability and utilisation norms for these two tugs along with similar details for the 

last 3 years. 

(III) . Writt»n-do>wn capital value of the two tugs as on 31 March 2001. 

5. A Joint hearing in this case was held on 5 October 2001 in Chennai. At the Joint 

hearing the following submission were made: 

PgflTruyUQHPT) 

(i) . There is no move to separate Towage’ and ’Pilotage’. This proposal is only about 

additional tugs for towing. 

(ii) . All are agreed about the rate. They are paying at the rate since November OP. 


Madras cnampys of 
Commerce (HCC) 


.riJilni.-ii'i 


> and industry (MCCJ) and Hindustan Chamber of 


(i). 


We agree with the proposal. 


6 With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, and bearing in mind the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following position 

emerges: 

(I). The CHPT has been levying a hire charge @ Rs. 15,000/- per hour since November 
1999 for hiring of tugs 'Nethaji* and ‘Singaravelar 1 . This rate was fixed by the CHPT 
based on a provision in the pre-revised Scale of Rates which gave discretionary 
powers to its Chairman to fix the tariff of such appliances / crofts for which specific 
rates were not prescribed in the Scale of Rates. It will not be congruous with the tariff 
setting arrangement envisaged in the MPT Act if such discretionary powers to 
tariffs are delegated to regulated entities. Realising this position, the provision giving 
discretionary powers to the Chairman (CHPT) has already been deleted in the 
revised Scale of Rates notified by this Authority on 30 March 2001. 

(Ii). The hire charge In reference has been in vogue since November 1099. The 

of the CHPT for general revision of tariff was decided by this Authority in March 200U 
Based on the decisions taken about the general revision of tariffs, the CHPI 
forwarded a draft Scale of Rates for approval, whloh was notified in March 2001-Trie 
hire charges tor the tuga ‘Nethaji’ and ’Singaravelar' were not included by the CHKi 
either In its proposal for general revision of Scale of Rates or in the draft Scale of 
Rates forwarded by it subsequently, it is also relevant here to mention that none of 
the users who participated In the proceeding relating to that case had also pointed out 
the omission. 

(Ill) The CSAA has raised certain points about pilotage and towage charges. The 
comments made by the CSLA and the explanation offered by the^CHPT_m l 
at the joint hearing adequately clarify the tssues raised by the CSAA. The proposed 
hire chargee for these tugs are applicable only when they are hired for those 
purposes / activities which are not included as a pre-condition tor levy of berth hire, 
pilotage, shifting charges, etc. 

(rv). The instant proposal is not for approval of the hire charges, it oniy seeks inclusion of 
the hire charges levied since Nov. 1999 in the Scale of Rate* to takecare ofth®l®a«j 
requirements. None of the user-organisations consulted as a part of toe ® 

tothis case has objected to the existing hire chargesSignffteantly, mc»t of toe user- 
organisations have even endorsed the hire charges. Sincethe hire^^whastoen 
in existence since Nov. 1999 and the proposal is for inclusion of them in the Scaled 
Rates, according approval to the proposal by this Authority cannot be seenas toe 
approval accorded to the rates. This Authority neither approves nor d'sapprovro the 
existing rates but allows Inclusion of them In the Scale of Rates to regularise levy or 
such hire charges. 
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(v) . Notwithstanding the position explained in paragraph (iv) above, the hire charges can 

be taken up for detailed scrutiny at the time of the next general revision / review of the 
CHPT tariff which is due In April 2002. We have raised certain observations ut the 
costing aspect relating to the hire charges of these tugs, which may serve as a guide 
to the CHPT while working out the revised hire charges as a part of its proposal for 
the next general revision of tariffs. It has to be reoognised that revision of hire 
charges of these tugs can be considered more objectively alongwtth the general 
revision of tariffs since It will enable a detailed scrutiny of allocation of various 
overheads between connected activities / facilities. 

(vi) . While proposing revised hire charges for these tugs as a part of its next general 

revision of tariff proposal, the CHPT is advised to consider the following relevant 
points: 

(a) . This Authority had also advised some of the major ports, including the CHPT 

in a case relating to fixation of hire charges for fork-lift trucks, to work out a 
pool rate for equipment / floating craft on the basis of ranges of oapsoity, 
rather than for individual equipment. The existing Scale of Rates of the CHPT 
prescribes hire charges for different floating craft on individual floating craft 
basis. Rationalisation of the Scale of Rates in this regard is necessary apart 
from revising and pooling the hire charges for the tugs in reference. 

(b) . The CHPT has not considered the cost of insurance while working out hire 

charges of these tugs. This issue has been singled out for specific mention 
in this Authority’s Order dated 26 March 2001 relating to notification of the 
revised Scale of Rates of the CHPT. The relevant observation of this 
Authority in that case is reproduced below: 

“When the Port Trust crone, floating croft, etc,, are hired by users, 
the Port demands damages and compensations from the hirers, in 
case of any accidents or damages to properties and life. The CHPT 
is advised to insure such equipment, craft, etc., and either include the 
Insurance cost in the hire charges or levy ft separately as actuals , In 
such cases, the damages and compensations, etc., wilt be claimed 
from the insurance company and not from the users, ft is relevant to 
recognise in this context that these equipment and craft are operated 
by the Port personnel; and, therefore, there is no scope for their 
misuse by the hirers. The CHPT is required to follow this epproech in 
respect of its equipment and properties while formulating Its proposal 
for the next general revision of tariffs." 

The observation already made is reiterated in this case also. 

7. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority allows insertion of the following provision under Book-I, Chapter-IX, Scale-D, 
Category I of the Scale of Rates of the CHPT: 


Serial Number and 
Description 
(D 

Rate of hire 
(2) 

Period of 
hire 
(3) 

Minimum 

(4) 

Remarks 

(0) 

11(d) Tugs ‘Nethaji’ and 
'Singravelar' (for 

towing barges and 
lighters and tor 
services other than 
berthing and 

unberthing of vessels) 

R«. 15,000/-(for 
coastal 
vessels) / 714 

US DoHars (for 

foreign-going 

vessels) 

Per hour 
or part 
thereof 
per Tug. 




S. SATHYAM, Chairman 


[Advt m/IV/143/2001/Exty.] 
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